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INTRODUCTION 


1. The EQUAL initiative was first announced in July 1995. It aims to use the combined resources, expertise 
and capacity for innovation of the science and engineering base to extend the active period of people’s lives. 


2. EQUAL was launched because it was recognised that one of the key issues affecting Britain in the future 
is a growing elderly population. Figures from an Office of National Statistics Social Trends Survey show that 
healthy life expectancy in England and Wales remained fairly stable between 1976 and 1992 at around 59 
years for men and 62 years for women. This compares to a steady increase in total life expectancy from 70 
for men and 76 for women in 1976 and to 74 years and 79 years respectively in 1992. This means that extra 
years of life gained by elderly people are often extra years with disability—not healthy life. 


3. The primary focus of the EQUAL initiative is to extend the number of years during which individuals 
and groups of people may expect to enjoy active, fit and participative lifestyles. In practice this means 
harnessing a broad range of science and engineering outputs to overcome the mental, physical or other 
disabilities which are affecting an increasing number of people due to this expansion in the elderly population. 
EQUAL has the potential to impact on the quality of life of younger people as well. 


4. EQUAL has been very successful in raising the profile of this important research area within the 
Research Councils. In the Comprehensive Spending Review, the Science Budget received the least percentage 
increase compared with all Departmental Budgets. At least half this money is for the life sciences, including 
some £150 million to BBSRC and MRC. As EQUAL continues to be identified as a priority area for the 
Research Councils, it will inevitably benefit from this increased investment in the science base. 


5. Within the broad Allocations advice, the Research Councils decide how best to spend their budgets on 
science programmes. There is no ring fenced budget or central pot of money within the OST for funding or 
co-ordinating this initiative. 


6. As the initiative was only launched in 1995, it is too early to identify significant outcomes from the 
research supported. However there have been some highlights, for example the BBSRC SAGE initiative has 
stimulated public understanding of science activity, notably a major day of events at the British Association 
meeting in Cardiff in 1998 and a schools pack on ageing science is currently under development. 


Co-ordination of EQUAL 


7. EQUAL brings together a range of programmes and activities from across all seven of the Research 
Councils. It is their activities which give the initiative visibility and encourages the development of further 
research in this area. 


8. The initiative is co-ordinated through an OST/Research Council Working Group which meets annually. 
Initially the Group concentrated on sharing information about individual Research Council activities. The 
Secretariat for the new Foresight Ageing Population Panel has now joined the group and this will allow a 
more integrated response to Foresight priorities by the Research Councils. The Foresight Panel is providing 
a separate response to the Committee’s inquiry. 


9. OST are represented on other health related co-ordinating groups like the National Forum and AgeNet. 
In 1998, the National Forum held a special meeting on ageing which included a speaker from the charity 
Research into Ageing and representatives from BBSRC, EPSRC, ESRC and MRC. 
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UE Fifth Framework Programme 

10. The UK successfully promoted the inclusion of a Key Action on the “Ageing Population” within the 
Quality of Life Programme in the EU Fifth Framework Programme. This covers the period 1999-2002 with 
an indicative budget of 190 million euro (approximately £120 million) and has similar objectives to the 
EQUAL initiative. It aims to help Europe meet the challenge of the growing ageing population through 
research, technology and development (RTD) to underpin the development of policies and interventions to 
extend the quality of life and independence of older people, and to reduce the need for long-term care and its 
consequential costs. Like the EQUAL initiative it recognises the need for multidisciplinary approaches to 
these issues. The Research Councils are actively involved in the development of this programme and the UK 


will benefit from the outcome of research undertaken. 


Current EQUAL Activities 

11. The Research Councils are supporting a range of programmes across a wide spectrum of disciplines 
which are directly relevant to EQUAL. This includes both their own research programmes and programmes 
in collaboration with other Councils. The Research Councils are providing further information on their 
activities separately. Examples of new activities stimulated by the EQUAL initiative include: 


Integrated Approaches to Healthy Ageing LINK programme—This MRC supported programme includes 
nine projects, six of which relate to Alzheimer’s Disease and other neurodegenerative diseases. The 
programme started in 1995 and has committed £2 million to date. 

AgeNet—AgeNet is a Foresight Challenge project, started in 1997. It is a three year initiative sponsored 
and funded by the MRC, BUPA, Research into Ageing, SmithKline Beecham, Westminster Health Care and 
OST (through Foresight Challenge). The mission of AgeNet is to foster multidisciplinary and multisector 
research partnerships between academia, industry, the NHS, relevant charities and voluntary sector user 
organisations focusing on the major challenges of an ageing population. The total budget for the project is 
£426,000. OST, BBSRC and EPSRC are all represented on the Management Group. 

Research in the Built Environment—In 1997 EPSRC launched a new programme focusing in the first 
instance on the needs of older people and/or disabled people in the built environment. The technical scope 
was broad, encompassing architecture, building design, technology performance, structural engineering, 
assessment, construction materials, and city and transport infrastructure, to deliver solutions to physical and 
sensory challenges in the housing/domestic, public access and external environments. Collaboration with a 
user organisation was mandatory and multidisciplinary collaborations encouraged. Collaborators include 

local authorities, NHS Trusts, housing associations, RNIB, RNID, Age Concern and Help the Aged. The 
current portfolio includes £2.5 million of projects. 

SAGE—the scientific understanding of normal ageing—This BBSRC programme supports research into 
biological basis of normal ageing. Thirty-two grants totalling £5.2 million were awarded in 1998, covering 
areas of cellular senescence; biochemistry of stress, damage and repair; ageing in biological systems; genetics 
and population biology. Work underpins understanding of a wide range of health and welfare issues including 
eg constipation, blindness and learning in later life. The initiative includes a series of workshops aimed at 

generating interaction between projects and with other ageing researchers, including the charity Research 


into Ageing and with industry. 

Design for All—This EPSRC programme was launched in 1999 and has committed £0.77 million to new 
projects. The programme encompasses issues including identification of the needs of designers for data sets 
relating to the capabilities of older and disabled people. Also, definition of generic design methodologies and 
aids to help designers in “designing for all” as well as provision of guidance on user involvement in design. 
Collaboration with users is an essential criteria for selection of projects and multidisciplinary collaborations 


are encouraged. 
Growing Older—An ESRC programme to examine the key issues which inhibit or extend quality of life. 
The objectives of the programme are to establish a broad based multi-disciplinary and co-ordinated 


Programme in the following areas: 
— defining and measuring quality of life; 
— inequalities in quality of life; 
— the role of technology and the built environment; 
— health and productive ageing; 
— family and support networks; and 


— participation and activity in later life. 
and to contribute to the development of policies and practice in the field, and thereby to extend quality of life. 


The programme has an overall budget of £3.76 million over four years. The first projects started in the 


autumn of 1999. 


HOM 
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Centre for Collaborative Research on Cerebrovascular Disease—This new MRC Centre combines leading 
edge brain imaging technologies with vascular biology and genetic studies. It is funded by the MRC, 
industrial sponsors and Foresight Challenge. 


12. As well as new programmes directly aimed at addressing the objectives of EQUAL, other Research 
Council activities also make a contribution to EQUAL. For example medical research depends upon 
contributions from an increasingly wide range of disciplines. Advances in one area frequently have benefits 
for others, and breakthroughs often come from advances in our understanding of molecules and cells and of 
the basic processes of life. It can therefore be misleading to try to break down spending to specific diseases 
and organs. Some examples of these activities include: 


Medical Technologies—Examples include whole body scanning by magnetic resonance imaging (MRI); 
positron emission tomography (PET) and cancer radiotherapy all derived from techniques originally 
developed for physics research, and x-ray detectors designed for astronomy are being put to use in dentistry. 


Biomaterial & Biomedical Engineering—The BBSRC, EPSRC, and MRC have recently issued a call for 
an Integrated Research Collaboration in Tissue Engineering with emphasis on biologically-orientated 
solutions to the replacement of diseased or damaged tissue. Proposals are currently being assessed. 


Environment and Health—NERC and the MRC launched a joint initiative on environment and health in 
December 1998; the first projects from this initiative will begin in 1999-2000. Although not aimed at 
addressing EQUAL objectives, some projects will be directly relevant, for example a project on climate 
change, ozone depletion and human health. 


13. The Research Councils continue to identify new research areas for support. Ideas for the future 
include: 


Science of Ageing—SAGE II—The BBSRC is considering a further initiative addressing areas which were 
not covered in the first set of SAGE projects. This will be initiated later this year. 


AgeNet2—AgeNet is due to end in March 2000 and the sponsors are considering the need for a new 
networking activity. There is general agreement across the Research Councils that there is a continuing need 
to bring together all interested parties with an interest in research and ageing, particularly at the boundary 
between disciplines. 


14. OST is considering how it can add value to the work of the Research Councils and raise the profile of 
EQUAL activities across Government and with other organisation active in the field, particularly other 
funders of research. This may be achieved through a new networking project or through the establishment 
of a “funders” group. In addition, the development of more explicit links with Foresight will provide the 
Research Councils with access to wider business and commercial sectors and networks, leading to 
opportunities for knowledge transfer and adding a further dimension to development of future research 
activities. 


12 January 2000 


Examination of Witnesses 


LORD SAINSBURY OF TURVILLE, a Member of the House of Lords, appearing by leave of that House, Minister 
for Science, Department of Trade and Industry, and Dr JoHN TAyYLor, OBE, Director General of the 
Research Councils, Office of Science and Technology, were examined. 


Chairman 


107. Lord Sainsbury, Dr Taylor, thank you very 
much indeed for coming along this afternoon and 
being witnesses for us on our inquiry into EQUAL. 
May I apologise for keeping you waiting for a little 
while due to a division in the House of Commons? I 
might say that we are really required to suspend for 
15 minutes and we have only suspended for ten. We 
now have a quorum and a full Committee, so we 
apologise for the delay and inconvenience we have 
caused you. Lord Sainsbury, you last appeared 
before us only last month on 16 February when we 
were looking into government R&D expenditure. Dr 
Taylor, you came to see us in December when we 
were talking about Synchrotron. Welcome back and 
thank you for your continued interest and support 
for this select committee. Lord Sainsbury, it is 
perhaps best if I address my questions to you in the 
first instance and if you think it more appropriate 


that Dr Taylor should answer, please indicate and, 
Dr Taylor, if there is anything you wish to add please 
catch my eye and I will make sure you are called to 
make your contribution. Lord Sainsbury, I would 
like to start by asking you how important you think 
the EQUAL project is? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think it is very 
important because we have these very interesting 
statistics which show that, while the age to which 
people live is going up, the period in which people 
have an active life has not gone up, and it seems to me 
that both in human terms and economic terms that is 
a bad situation to get in and one which we should 
seek to remedy by increasing the active life of people. 


108. I was going to ask a second and third 
question—whether you believe in EQUAL and 
whether you think the project should continue or 
whether it should be wrapped up because some 
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people think not a lot is happening? I think I can 
anticipate your answers but would you kindly give 
them yourself. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Yes, 1 think this is 
actually a rather successful programme in doing 
what is very important in this case which is to put the 
subject onto the agenda and get the research councils 
to think about it. I think we have been going through 
that period and there is probably still quite a long 
way to go in raising the subject up the research 
agenda and getting people really focused on it. 


109. You mentioned research, which is the subject 
of my next question. People think, if they are to have 
a better life and richer life as they are getting older, it 
is a matter of facilities which are provided by 
funding. How important is research to help people in 
later life to have a richness and better quality of life 
rather than just better care homes and better facilities 
and better funding? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think it is extremely 
important. It is important in medical terms. I believe 
this is one of the major problems we face. We face a 
situation where we are dealing more and more with 
people’s physical problems and you then have the 
problem of illnesses like Alzheimer’s which is totally 
crippling to people. Unless we can deal with those I 
think we do have a real issue about quality of life of 
people as well as a serious economic problem which 
comes from that. On another level I think the issue of 
design in the built environment is extremely 
important. Of course, when you get into the social 
sciences you have got the whole issues of people’s 
lifetime finances and other things and I think all these 
are worthy of a good deal of research. although, of 
course, it is true that ultimately in many cases the 
actual improvement in people’s quality of life has got 
to be delivered by hospitals or the community, I 
cannot see that it is not vastly improved by better 
research in these areas. 


110. Dr Taylor? 

(Dr Taylor) I would like to add to that that the 
health care part of things is very, very important, but 
the understanding of the fundamentals of the ageing 
process in the first place is not very well done at all 
yet, so the health part of things as opposed to the 
medical part of things is going to get a lot more 
attention; and so deliverables in terms of better 
health care, better policies and better products and 
services are all things that could come from 
continued research in these areas. 


111. You have made a very fundamental point 
there. You are inviting us to go back to the whole 
idea of research into ageing, not just research into 
how somebody who is aged could have a better 
quality of life. We have got to look fundamentally to 
the beginning? 

(Dr Taylor) Yes. 


112. Thank you very much. EQUAL was launched 
almost five years ago. What have been the objectives 
of the EQUAL scheme in those five years? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think the overall 
objective has to be to remedy the situation where 
people’s illnesses are not increasing their quality of 
life as opposed to their longevity but, when you have 
said that, I think the EQUAL programme has to be 
doing fundamental, good quality research in these 
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different areas which relate to that because you 
cannot directly relate these to issues because, as I 
said, you have got the delivery issue and users have 
got to pick up the research before you actually get the 
impact of this. One of the things we have got to 
constantly keep in mind in the future is who are the 
users of this information and how do we get them 
brought through the process so they pick it up and 
take it forward. 


113. Dr Taylor? 

(Dr Taylor) That is quite an important point 
because obviously the research in isolation is 
fascinating and probably very high quality but it is 
the user community and the people who might then 
take advantage of it. 


114. How have you stimulated them to focus in on 
what is being done on the EQUAL programme? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I think projects like 
Foresight are very related to getting people to think 
through the consequences. I hope through things like 
the Ministerial Group and Foresight we will 
gradually begin to get the relevant government 
departments to see where this begins to impact on 
their plans and policies in the future and that they 
will be able to come in on the funding of it and take 
it forward as users. But J think the initial stage was 
to get the research going but this will not really have 
achieved its purpose unless it begins now in the next 
phase to be picked up by the users. 


115. So you say that it is an inter-departmental 
effort as well, not just effort by the OST and research 
councils? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Absolutely. 


116. Are you getting buy-in from fellow Ministers? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) It is rather early to say 
this has been picked up and funded, but I think that 
will be very much the next stage because, after all, the 
research is only now being done. It is things like 
Foresight and the Ministerial Group which will begin 
to take this forward. 


117. A final question from me for the time being, 
Lord Sainsbury. What do you think the initiative has 
achieved so far? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) J think it has got this 
whole subject onto the agenda. If you look at the 
range over the different councils I think the range of 
research that is now being covered is very impressive. 
I have to say that it was not an issue of by any means 
trying to push the research councils in this direction. 
They have very enthusiastically picked it up, put it 
into their programmes and objectives, and very much 
taken it on board. But I think the stimulus of putting 
it on their agenda has been very effective in getting 
research on a very wide range of issues. I think one 
does need to point out with this research that it does 
cover a huge range of different activities all of which 
seem to be very relevant to this issue. 

Chairman: Dr Turner? 


Dr Turner 


118. Lord Sainsbury, what sort of measures, 
targets, performance indicators—call them what you 
will—have you got to actually measure the impact of 
EQUAL so that we can be sure that any interest that 
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has been stimulated and extra research on the ageing 
process is actually happening as a result of EQUAL 
and would not have happened anyway? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I think that is a hugely 
difficult question because the question is: would some 
of these areas have been picked up or not. I think it 
is pretty clear that the EPSRC work on the built 
environment would not have taken place. That was 
very much stimulated by this. Some of the areas of 
the MRC, the cells senescence area is one that is a 
hugely interesting area anyway so that probably 
would have happened but the fact it was on agenda 
stimulated this. So I doubt if you can draw a very 
precise line and J think that is probably what makes 
it right to proceed in the way we do. This is not a case 
where you want to say there is a budget, and this is a 
very clearly delineated area of work—we should fund 
it all through one budget. It is much more a question 
of putting it onto the agenda and influencing people 
across a wide range of subjects. In many of those 
subjects, whether it is cardio-vascular disease or 
incontinence, it is never possible totally to say that 
that is the ageing research and that is not. 


119. That is understandable, Lord Sainsbury, but 
I am getting the clear message that there is 
considerable variance between research areas, that 
some are getting very active in ageing research while 
others clearly need further stimulating. Do you have 
a strategy to deal with this to get everybody moving? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I think inevitably it 
will not be even over all the research councils. If you 
take PPARC it is very difficult to see what they can 
do about this subject so you are bound to get it— 


Mr Taylor 


120. John Glenn went into space. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) But I think that was a 
very expensive way to help the ageing budget! I think 
itis bound to be uneven. The question Dr Taylor and 
I have to ask is: “Are there any areas where we think 
research should be taking place where it is not taking 
place?” and then specifically focus on those and say: 
“Look, we think research ought to be done.” When 
this next round of Foresight starts and we have got 
the work from the Ageing Panel coming through 
there, I think we will find there are one or two things, 
particularly in the social science area, where there is 
not the work taking place which would fit very much 
into the Foresight view. That would be the moment 
to go to research councils and say: “We think you 
ought to be thinking about these areas.” I do not 
think I know of any area at the moment. John, you 
might like to comment. Is there any area where you 
feel research should be taking place that is not 
taking place? 

(Dr Taylor) 1 think that the portfolio at the 
moment has developed quite well as a result of 
thinking about things from an EQUAL point of 
view. My impression is that one of the important 
things about EQUAL is that it is not a classical focus 
programme. It is something which is very pervasive 
and runs through many different parts of what goes 
on. In some areas it is starting to make some of the 
research community think about, if you will, new 
customers for their research that they might not have 
thought about before. I think that has been very 
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healthy. EPSRC and the built environment and 
things like that are a good start. If we start from the 
Foresight Panel this September, as we look at where 
Age Net was good and not so good towards the end 
of this year, we will have a pretty good window where 
we should see that this co-ordination of things as a 
thread running through many different styles of 
science is actually paying off quite interestingly and 
really start thinking about additional customers, 
whether they are policy customers or products and 
services people or other things. 


Dr Gibson 


121. It is said by you in your submission that 
“EQUAL continues to be identified as a priority area 
for the research councils”. You have also said that it 
is unfocused in many ways, that it is spread across a 
wide area. Research councils do not seem to put a lot 
of money into this research area as a proportion of 
their funds and the work that they do is very much 
based on discoveries that have come from the United 
States with the telomere business, the shortening of 
chromosome ends and so on, which is correlated with 
ageing. They have picked up on that much more 
because it is molecular biology, the exciting stuff 
there, rather than the broad spectrum. They have 
been very, very focused as research councils moving 
into an exciting area of molecular biology. Indeed, I 
think the debate is to keep the molecular biologists’ 
hands off the money that is around on the aging 
research front because that is where the exciting 
advances seem to be taking place. Do you think that 
is the picture? 

(Dr Taylor) I do not think I would agree with that. 
There is some work in molecular biology which is 
very exciting and very interesting but there are a lot 
of the other things going on in MRC and areas like 
cognition and mobility and other things which are 
quite focused on the ageing problem that are moving 
it in the right direction. I do not mean to say that the 
work is unfocused, I do not think it is, but I think in 
identifying EQUAL as such a broad theme it can 
bring in work on almost any aspects of science and 
technology from many different points of view. I do 
not think you could put it all together in one 
programme that is focused on ageing because it 
would need a huge range of different— 


122. I guess I am implying, like you, on this that 
this ageing research would have gone on without 
EQUAL anyway because the molecular biologists in 
the States were driving the exciting advances because 
they have been into ageing through their institutions 
for some time. In fact, ageing is a cover-up for what 
you put into your research grants anyway to try and 
give it some kind of focus, like cancer, to look at basic 
molecular processes, DNA, how it functions, and so 
on. People have asked, from the 1950s, why do some 
cells live longer than others, why do some people live 
longer than others? It must be genetic. That is what 
drove it on and IJ think the research councils picked 
up on that rather more than any other area. 

(Dr Taylor) Given what I said just now, I think in 
those areas it is extremely difficult to know whether 
the research would have taken place or not. My guess 
is it would have taken place, as you suggest, anyway. 
However, there are other areas, it seems to-me, that 
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are not so basic or exciting as that. Whether it is 
osteoporosis, incontinence, or strokes or what not 
where it is much easier to say people have picked 
these subjects up and people are doing work on them. 
It is the nature of subject, it is rather difficult to say 
this is what would have happened, this would not. I 
think in those other areas, which are not at all 
fashionable areas, we can point to projects taking 
place which are very relevant which probably would 
not have taken place otherwise. 


Mr Taylor 


123. Obviously the research has got to be alpha so 
there is no question about that, but do you see some 
of your role as prosletyzing, as trying to convey the 
importance of a co-ordinated and quite often inter- 
disciplinary series of research activities which all 
contribute to a better understanding of the ageing 
process and how people could be more active? It is 
more than just guidance to the research councils, is it 
not, it is trying to galvanise an interest? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think that is right. 
That was very much the thinking of making it part of 
the agenda. Let me say that this was a programme 
which both John and I inherited but we inherited it 
with enthusiasm. As I said, I think it is also true that 
the research councils have picked this up very 
enthusiastically. It has not been a case of putting 
pressure on them in any way to pick this up. I think 
they have taken it all on board and have very much 
tried to push the agenda forward. That seems to me 
to be by far the best way because it means that we get 
closer to interesting and stimulating the research 
community which I think is the best way to drive 
this forward. 


Mr Beard 


124. Lord Sainsbury, you have mentioned already 
that it is not just about molecular biology, it is also 
about hearing loss and incontinence and social 
isolation and fatigue and developing devices for 
people with arthritis. How can those sort of areas be 
cultivated and nurtured within the arrangements of 
research councils? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think it is by this 
process of getting it on the agenda and then taking 
the sort of processes which stimulate this through 
workshops, circulating information between 
research councils and so on, which does stimulate 
people to begin to think about these areas and come 
forward with research projects. I think the difficult 
part of this is really anything to do with co- 
ordination because you have got such an 
extraordinarily diverse range of projects that, while it 
is attractive to say we should try and co-ordinate this, 
almost by definition they are quite separate activities. 
I am not certain we have got the co-ordination part 
of this right yet. Maybe in the early stages that is 
inevitable because what you are doing is setting off a 
lot of research programmes in a lot of areas and 
seeing where they lead you to. 


125. Is it likely that research proposals coming 
forward in these areas are probably not of the same 
quality as research proposals in more popular areas 
like the molecular biology and the senescence of cells, 
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for instance? How therefore can you persuade the 
research councils to take the social need into account 
when drawing up their programmes, because very 
probably all the alpha projects are in the more 
popular areas than some of these rather mundane 
issues? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) The research councils 
are quite rightly extremely tough about the quality of 
projects and I think that is totally right, but I think it 
is wrong to think that you have to be doing 
something in fundamental molecular biology for it to 
be excellent. It can be an outstanding piece of work 
in quite a mundane subject in what might seem rather 
a mundane project if it is actually really advancing 
the subject. John can again perhaps comment. I do 
not think I have any sense that people are saying we 
are only going to focus on the glamorous, very 
fundamental processes of biology kind of project to 
the exclusion of things which may be of much greater 
relevance but, equally, may be extremely interesting 
from a medical or scientific point of view. If you look 
at the range of projects in MRC, I do not think you 
would say all those are glamorous projects. 

(Dr Taylor) I would agree with that and I think 
MRC provides good examples of interventions when 
a community is felt not to be strong enough to 
produce the first-class projects that one would like to 
see in the peer review process and the notion of 
saying how do we strengthen a community, how do 
we find talent, if necessary from abroad, and bring it 
here to build the community up is something that 
MRC knows how to do quite well. Developing 
communities in these areas is something research 
councils understand. What we probably need to 
work at just as hard is developing the customer 
community for some of the outputs of this research 
because in some areas it may be quite undeveloped 
also and I think it is important, particularly as one 
gets nearer to the problem-solving mode, to make 
sure that there are people with whom one can interact 
from the research community and the science base to 
understand what the real problems are and to take 
the results of the research and do something with 
them in the community. 


Mr Beard 


126. What would you quote as an example of this 
nurturing around an area that is just emerging, for 
example the AIDS problem? 

(Dr Taylor) 1 am sorry? 


127. What area would you quote as being an 
example of what you are saying of the MRC, for 
instance,’ nurturing these areas that are only 
emerging? 

(Dr Taylor) I can send you some examples of two 
or three of the things that have happened over the last 
few years when they formed new small units— 


128. AIDS was one? 
(Dr Taylor) Yes, it was. 


129. But AIDS was a ring-fenced budget. 

(Dr Taylor) Yes, but I think the crucial area there 
is to bring in the people capable of doing research at 
the level that is required if the community is not 
doing it by itself in the first place. 
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130. Would it not have been better, in the case of 
EQUAL, to have had a ring-fenced budget and then 
you would not have had this false competition 
between some of these more problem directed pieces 
of research and the more glamorous frontier- 
breaking molecular biology? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 am not certain we 
have had a problem on this. I do not think there has 
been a case of saying we cannot do this project 
because we are doing that project. MRC keeps a 
great deal of flexibility so that it can do both kinds of 
things. If you look at what is being done, it does 
range from the exciting things you mentioned but 
also the whole question of evaluation of different 
methods of assessing the health of elderly people, 
hormone replacement therapy, osteoporosis, 
incontinence, Alzheimer’s. These are all absolutely 
fundamental subjects which are not necessarily 
particularly glamorous. I think that the difficulty 
with the ring-fenced budget is that, first of all; we do 
not know what the scale of it is and, secondly, it 
becomes extremely difficult to have these different 
subjects bidding against each other and trying to 
make some sense of that, besides which, I do not 
think we do want to try and make a decision as to 
whether we want to put more money into 
incontinence or stroke research because it seems to 
me probably not a very easy or helpful thing to be 
doing. It seems to be much better to take the way we 
are doing it which is to try and stimulate it within 
these different parts. I think it is not particularly 
helpful or meaningful to try and put it all into one 
budget. 


131. Where would you say that the United 
Kingdom-related research lies in comparison with 
what is being done in other European states and 
the USA? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I do not think there are 
any areas where particularly you can say that in other 
countries they are doing a whole area of research 
which we are not doing, or at least I do not know of 
it. Again Dr Taylor may be able to help on this. 
Clearly in the case of the Americans, who have got 
vastly more money, they have got their National 
Institute of Ageing, the total budget of which I think 
is $610 million which is more than the MRC is getting 
in total. I think if you have that scale of money, then 
obviously you can put it all together and ring-fence 
it because you have got enough money to duplicate 
research which you are doing through the National 
Institute of Health or the National Science 
Foundation. I think that is something you can do if 
you have got really a lot of money because you can 
afford to duplicate it. 


Dr Jones 


132. Is their budget just pro rata for each European 
country or is it beyond that, their level of spending? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think we need to 
come back to you on that. We could look at whether 
their funding of ageing—I think it may be difficult as 
to whether we can actually point to what the 
National Science Foundation or the National 
Institute of Health is doing in this area, but if it would 


help, we could certainly do that and provide some 
comparisons. 
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Chairman 


133. Perhaps you could try and do that using 
relative GDPs and see what funding is relative to 
GDP in both countries. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think we would be 
very interested to look at that for you and see if we 
can find something out on that. 


Mr Beard 


134. What proportion of the European Sth 
Framework Programme on the ageing population 
would you expect UK researchers to gain? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Well, we usually do 
rather better. I think our GDP is 14 per cent of 
European budgets and we usually do better, so I 
would hope we would get something like 20 per cent. 
I think we have got figures on what we do get, but we 
normally do rather better than you might expect and 
of course this particular programme was one that we 
very much stimulated to go into the Quality of Life 
Programme. 

(Dr Taylor) 1 do not know what the actual take-up 
of the programme for the UK is. 


135. Again, you might care to add that as a 
footnote. 

(Dr Taylor) We could happily find that out. The 
total programme is about £30 million a year. 

Chairman: It would be helpful for us in our report 
if we did have an answer to that question. 


Mr Beard 


136. Following that on, in terms of this European 
Ageing Population Key Action Programme, what 
benefits do you expect to flow to the United 
Kingdom from work under that programme? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Well, I think what one 
always hopes will flow from European programmes 
is that connections are made and that groups are put 
together across Europe which can bring together 
diverse kinds of knowledge because that seems to me 
the main benefit that comes from these programmes. 
Indeed if they do not achieve that, there is just a 
danger that they duplicate in the national 
programmes, but I think in most cases we find that 
they do put together groups and, therefore, stimulate 
new areas of research. 


Dr Turner 


137. Lord Sainsbury, how do you feel the research 
community sees ageing research in terms of its 
priorities? We do not hear that much about the 
people who have made respective careers as 
researchers, either in social services or in medical 
research, who are specialists in ageing. How do you 
feel about this? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Well, 1 think it is a 
subject which is rather coming up the agenda rather 
quickly and I think what we have done with EQUAL 
is, hope, moved that up the agenda because I think 
this is a subject where it is increasingly being realised 
what a serious issue this is. Whereas I think if you 
went back ten or 15 years people would just say that 
this is about life expectancy and general medical 
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condition, I think we are now in this new situation 


. where there is a real focus on the quality of life of 


people as well just their life expectancy and I expect 
it is that which is beginning to drive the interest in the 
subject and that is now hopefully, through things like 
EQUAL, flowing back into people’s research 
interests. 


138. Can you see ways of further stimulating that 
interest? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think we are going to 
have to look at where we go in the next round of this. 
I think this is very much a case where, having got it 
on the agenda, rather than trying to initiate 
something new, we just want to continue to push this 
as an important area and use things like Foresight, 
use the user end of this to keep this very much on the 
agenda and to be pushed forward. 


139. Are you satisfied that there are sufficiently 
qualified scientists taking an interest in ageing 
research and do we need to do anything to train more 
scientists towards ageing research? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I think you come back 
rather to this issue that it is quite difficult to say there 
is a subject which you train scientists for which is 
ageing research because it is going to come out of all 
sorts of things, like the person who has been trained 
to do design of buildings for older people, who is just 
doing something completely different from the 
person who is looking at the financial arrangements 
of people of old age, who is doing something 
fundamentally different from looking at the whole 
process of ageing, so I think I would have to say no, 
that I think this is a question of keeping up the calibre 
of scientists and the researchers across the area and 
getting them interested rather than saying: “Well, we 
need a new group of scientists in this particular 
subject”. 


Mr Taylor 


140. There has, nevertheless, been a problem of 
perception that the research assessment exercise does 
not recognise the sort of inter-disciplinary skill sets 
that you are rightly referring to in terms of the built 
environment, research into biological areas and 
personal problems such as incontinence. How have 
you related to the Departments for Education and 
Employment and the Higher Education Funding 
Council? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Well, it is very much 
the common perception that RAE does actually 
discriminate against multi-disciplinary research. 
HEFC did have a look at this and has got outside 
people to look at this whole question and one has to 
say that there is no evidence that multi-disciplinary 
work which is put forward is getting lower ratings 
than normal research. I do very much take your 
point, but I think one of the things that Dr Taylor 
and I have to be constantly monitoring is to make 
certain that the research councils do do the multi- 
disciplinary areas of research and that they do not get 
discriminated against. There is a lot of work, but I 
think both Dr Taylor and I feel that in the future 
many of the most interesting areas of research will 
come out of these multi-disciplinary areas and we 
need to make certain that research councils do not 
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ever think within boxes and not get out of them, but 
I do not think there is evidence on the RAE that 
this is— 


Dr Gibson 


141. But is there not evidence that people pass 
research grants from one research council to another 
still, that people will submit to their own council and 
they will say: “Well, that is more within the remit of 
the ESPRC than it is the Biotechnology and 
Biological Sciences Research Council’? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 do not know whether 
there are cases of that. 


142. There used to be lots of that, and I do not 
know whether there still is; and that was only a few 
years ago. 

(Dr Taylor) 1 think we are continually putting 
pressure on them to make sure that these kinds of 
things get tracked down and do not happen, so there 
are a significant number of  cross-council 
programmes where explicitly people have worked 
very hard to make sure that the right kind of referee 
and so on is in place. As a general process thing, I 
think the situation, as I think of it, is considerably 
better than it probably was anecdotally some time 
ago where people really are conscious of the need to 
go and find referees in the other disciplines and so on. 
Just to return to the RAE question, the RAE is not 
just a research council issue; it is very much to do with 
where people publish and where people can get the 
credit for the results of the research that they do and 
that partially goes back to this question of 
appreciative customer communities, people who are 
willing to say: “That is actually very important 
research and very significant research from the point 
of view of the utility of the output”. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think the other thing 
we can say is that on international comparisons, we 
rate very highly on doing multi-disciplinary research 
against other countries. That does not necessarily 
mean that we are doing the right amount, but, by 
comparison, we do rather well on that. 


Mr Taylor 


143. The only point I would make is that anecdotal 
evidence—which I agree is not well-founded and, 
therefore, may not be representative—but anecdotal 
evidence still indicates—as from the vice-chancellors 
that I come across quite often who say that they do 
not think they are getting the recognition to go with 
the effort of putting teams together in new inter- 
disciplinary departments and, therefore, quite a lot of 
their resource is still going into striving for 5-star 
research in the single disciplines and I think that is a 
problem that needs to be addressed. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Well, as I say, John 
Taylor and I are very concerned that we do make 
certain not that it just happens, but that we actually 
have a clear focus on research councils, saying: “This 
is an important multi-disciplinary area and we will 
take it forward”. As the Chief Scientist does 
occasionally point out, no one ever says: “My 
research failed to get the proper grade because it was 
bad”, but they do tend to say because it was multi- 
disciplinary or other things. 
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144. The Chief Scientist is multi-disciplinary! 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) The anecdotal 
evidence is not always completely correct. 

(Dr Taylor) I would just add a comment that of 
course there is a major exercise going on at the 
moment reviewing the fundamental approach to 
research funding organised by the Funding Council 
of which the RAE and the way it operates is an 
essential part. 


Chairman 


145. Is that something which will be published or 
is it an internal inquiry? 

(Dr Taylor) I am sure that will be published. It is 
run by the Higher Education Funding Council. 1am 
a member of that board and that will be open for a 
great deal of consultation during the summer time. 


Dr Jones 


146. We have had a lot of evidence which suggests 
that EQUAL has a very low profile. I think a little 
earlier you said that it would be the responsibility of 
the Ministerial group perhaps to try and raise the 
profile within other government departments. How 
effective do you think that is likely to be given that, 
from another inquiry, it seems that that group has 
been fairly ineffective in raising the profile of science 
per se in other departments? Do you think that this is 
really going to happen? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Well, I think this is, as 
I said, probably the next issue we need to focus on, 
making certain that other departments do begin to 
pick up this research and really put it into policies 
and actions. I think until you actually get some 
research coming through which demonstrates what 
can be done, it is unlikely that you would get 
departments picking this up, but yes, I think Dr 
Taylor and I both feel that this is going to be the issue 
of the future, to get departments to pick this up and 
the users to pick it up and really feed it into their 
policies. 


147. I think, Dr Taylor, you said that the customer 
side of this was undeveloped. Presumably that could 
be departments, but I had assumed you were talking 
mainly about the private sector. In your evidence you 
said that there will be the development of more 
explicit links with Foresight to provide the research 
councils with access to wider business and 
commercial sectors and networks. How exactly is this 
going to work? 

(Dr Taylor) I think what we would be expecting to 
do during the next six months or so as the new 
Foresight Ageing Panel completes its consultation 
exercise is to see really what kind of conclusions they 
are coming to about what needs to happen next and 
also, I think, to look at the Foresight Challenge 
projects. There are several million pounds worth of 
Foresight Challenge projects funded in the present 
initiative, many of which have had many industrial 
companies’ and other government departments’ 
participation and one of the things I shall be 
expecting to hear from that community is how that 
whole side of activities has developed since they were 
initially funded. I think again it is very different in 
different parts of the spectrum. I think the medical 
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side of things is probably much more sophisticated as 
customers for research and there are things in the 
concordats, for example, between MRC and the 
Department of Health which are starting to move in 
the right direction. I would imagine that we are still 
at, relatively speaking, quite early stages with, for 
example, people in industry looking at the built 
environment and other issues like that, so I think 
there is a lot of development to happen as we see what 
has come out of the work that has been funded in the 
first round. 


148. Is there going to be greater effort to get the 
results of Foresight down to the commercial sector in 
this particular programme, do you think, than has 
been the case until now? 

(Dr Taylor) 1 would hope to see the Foresight 
Ageing Population Panel addressing those kind of 
communication issues about the need to raise 
awareness. 


149. Because we have all got a vested interest. All 
the people around this table have got an interest in 
looking at the rate of progress. 

(Dr Taylor) Absolutely. 


150. You said in your evidence that EQUAL is co- 
ordinated through an annual meeting of OST and 
research councils. Is an annual meeting adequate to 
co-ordinate properly these initiatives and are there 
any other ways of co-ordinating it? You talked 
earlier about the research councils developing their 
communities and yet the evidence we received last 
week suggested that that has not been effective 
enough to generate enough Alpha Star projects 
through the MRC. This is one area where they have 
actually, unusually, been able to fund all projects 
which have been submitted which have been rated as 
Alpha Star, so it would not seem to indicate that 
there has been the generation of interest in this 
programme. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I think this is a 
question where what one is looking to is a build-up, 
that in a case where there was a lot of work going on 
and not being funded, this is a case where this is 
about trying to stimulate the research and I think, as 
all these things, it does take quite a lot of time. I think 
that is one issue and then there is the other issue 
about co-ordination, and I do not know that we have 
got that necessarily right and maybe we should in the 
future look to other mechanisms of co-ordination. 
One thing we have done with the human genome 
project is get the MRC to co-ordinate that across all 
the research councils and that, I think, has been 
working well. 

(Dr Taylor) Yes. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) That might be another 
kind of mechanism for getting greater co-ordination 
across the research councils in this area. 


Mr Beard 


151. If we are talking about co-ordination, what is 
expected to be achieved from co-ordination when the 
field is as widely disparate as incontinence and 
molecular biology? What would you expect to 
achieve out of a meeting which co-ordinates all of 
these projects? 
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(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think it is not co- 
ordination in the sense that you can say: “We have 
got this project which needs to be in a very detailed 
way co-ordinated with this and we need to exchange 
information”. I think it is to try and do the job again 
of stimulating it to a point of research which is 
happening in one area which might suggest research 
in another area, but I would agree with you, there is 
not a great deal of need to say that everything has got 
to be exactly co-ordinated so that one project follows 
the other or something like that. There are no critical 
paths here which is why I think we do not want a 
great mechanism for co-ordination, but getting 
people together and stimulating thought and interest 
I think is quite useful. 


152. So it is more a seminar. 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think more a seminar 
and workshops than this being all programmed into 
some critical path of how we get from here to here. 

(Dr Taylor) Just as a footnote to that, we talk, on 
the one hand, about light-touch co-ordination to 
start with and address this issue of whether the 
community is strong enough in particular areas of 
the science to do as much first-class work as we would 
like. I think the co-ordination, as Lord Sainsbury has 
said, is not getting everybody to march in lock step. 
From a sort of industrial research viewpoint, it is 
more like looking at the market, looking at a problem 
and the need and getting a number of different people 
from many different perspectives to look at that need 
and start thinking about how they might start 
addressing it in some ways that they could not do by 
themselves, so I think it is that kind of approach that 
we have been following so far which we will seek to 
develop actually, particularly in the light of what the 
Foresight Panel says. 


Dr Jones 


153. Some of the roles we have just been discussing 
were supposed to be taken on by AgeNet. How 
successful has that organisation been? It is due to 
expire shortly; will that be a problem? What should 
replace it, if anything? I think the research councils 
were telling us last week there is a proposal for some 
kind of co-ordinating group. Is that adequate? What 
are your thoughts on how this should be taken 
forward more effectively? 

(Dr Taylor) | think it is fair to say that AgeNet has 
been reasonably successful but there are some areas 
where people have some feed-back which says: “We 
could probably do that better next time.” So it is 
indeed an area where, as the present arrangements 
come to a conclusion this March, April time, we will 
take a fresh look and see whether a slightly different 
approach might be more fruitful. One of the 
disappointments perhaps has been that not as many 
new things or new partnerships have emerged from it 
as one might have hoped. 


154. Should we not be looking at that now and not 
wait until the funding ends? 

(Dr Taylor) A \ot of discussions are going on now, 
but we would want to do so in the light of what the 
Foresight Panel is going to say. It is mounting a 
major consultation exercise over the next six months 
or so and it would probably not be right for us just to 
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move on AgeNet until we have had the wider 
discussions, because it is really trying to understand 
how we can get the most effective debate and 
dialogue going across the community. 


155. By the time we get to that point, AgeNet will 
have gone, and certainly the research councils feel it 
has reached the end of its useful life. If you are still 
waiting to look at all this, is it not a bit premature to 
say it could not have a useful role? 

(Dr Taylor) What I was trying to say was that the 
feed-back we have had so far says that it has done 
some very useful things but probably its follow-on or 
its successor could be organised better than the first 
time round. 


156. In what way? 
(Dr Taylor) | am not sure. That is why we need to 
talk to the community. 


157. Itis a bit vague. Saying it has done some good 
work but it could be done better, what has it done 
wrong? 

(Dr Taylor) I do not think I want to say it has done 
anything wrong. I think it has probably not been as 
fertile or as generative of new things as it might 
have been. 


158. If it has not been as fertile as you would have 
expected, should we not be looking at why and seeing 
what we can learn from it, rather than just letting it 
go and moving on without seeing what lessons could 
be learned? 

(Dr Taylor) Sorry, I was trying to say that that is 
exactly what we want to do. We want to understand 
what lessons we can learn as it gets towards the end 
of its period before we start putting some new scheme 
in place. 


Dr Gibson 


159. You will know that the Government has 
favourite ideas these days from elected mayors 
through to czars and czarinas. Forget the elected 
mayors because governments cannot control them 
very well, it seems, but perhaps with czars and 
czarinas you might be able to appoint somebody to 
do this co-ordination. How does that grip you? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I do not think this is 
the problem at all; I do not think co-ordination is the 
issue here. This is more about stimulating new areas, 
new thinking, new bits of research, and overlaying 
the research councils with someone whose job it was 
to do that I would have thought was totally 
unproductive. I think the sort of thing I was 
suggesting about getting maybe one of the research 
councils to act as a sort of convenor and a stimulator 
of ideas is more likely to be successful than someone 
coming in from outside. That kind of technique is 
most valuable where you really do have a real 
problem of pulling people together and getting a very 
clear focus about achieving a specific goal. This is not 
that kind of situation at all, this is about engendering 
new ideas and in some senses I think the community 
has to do that itself with us just putting pressure on 
saying: “This is very important.” 
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160. So you would not think you need a broader 
structure, an umbrella structure, like the National 
Institute of Ageing, for example, which they have 
done in the States, as a model for that? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) As I said, if you have 
got enough money you can afford to duplicate 
everything and that is what you would be doing, you 
would duplicate a whole team of people looking at 
cognitive degenerative diseases, and you would have 
that still under the MRC or the ESRC. If you have 
enough money, you can afford to try different teams 
of people. I do not think we have enough money in 
this country to say that a whole group of people can 
duplicate research in this field. It is much better to 
keep it within the research councils as now. 


161. So to finalise it, what do you think is the half 
life of EQUAL then? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Say we run it for 
another three years, I do not think you can say at this 
point it is absolutely clear its half life is six or seven 
years. Because at the end of the six or seven years, 
what we will see is an increasing amount of research 
and effectiveness, and I would say: “Let’s go on with 
it.” If we find the research in this area tends to plateau 
out and be very much taken on board by the research 
councils, then you might say: “It is no good going on 
pushing this and making a big issue of it because it is 
being done at about the right level.” So I have to 
stand back and say you have at some time to make a 
decision about what is the right level or whether you 
want to go on pushing it forward or accepting that 
sort of level is the right one. 


162. So EQUAL does not have a long age profile? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I do not think I would 
want to be specific about that until I have seen how 
it has matured. 


163. An elephant, a mouse and an amoeba. Where 
would we put it? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) As always, it is difficult 
and probably wrong to comment on people’s life 
expectancy. 


Mr Beard 


164. You mentioned, Lord Sainsbury, the 
effectiveness of the programme. How would you 
judge the effectiveness? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) I think at the end you 
just have to make a judgment which says: “This has 
set off a whole set of major, interesting research 
programmes which really do seem to have potential 
to contribute to improving people’s active lives.” I do 
not think there is a simple matrix which says: “We 
can take all these areas and add them up in some 
way.” At the end of the day I think you have to make 
a judgment about that. This is because it is so diverse. 
If we had a project like the human genome 
sequencing project, it is very easy, you say: “Have we 
sequenced it or not?” With John Taylor’s 
programmes on IT on the new grid, you can say: 
“Have we achieved these goals or not?” What we are 
talking about here is a vastly diverse range and you 
can say: “Have we achieved our goal in Alzheimer’s 
research?”, and then you can say: “Have we achieved 
it in strokes or designer buildings?” I am not certain 
you can add it all up and say that we have really 
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achieved anything in the sense of this matrix as 
opposed to saying in these individual areas, which 
are important, we have done something rather good. 


165. Dr Taylor earlier spoke of one of the things 
which might come up as stimulating customer groups 
and they could take it on, if 1am not misquoting him. 
I think this was touched on. It would seem, if you do 
not have that sort of thing, receiving it, wondering 
what to do with it, applying it, then you are really 
feeding it to the world. Would it be your intention or 
within your remit to stimulate those sort of user 
groups, as you might say, for this research? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Yes. I think in the 
future, which I hope I was making clear, I think John 
Taylor and I see this as very much the next stage of 
this. If in ten years we have not had a substantial 
number of these projects picked up by other 
government departments in policy terms, whether 
the National Health Service or Social Security or the 
building industry, we then clearly will have failed. 
You then have to ask another question: “Is it because 
the research is poor or because of a failure to pick it 
up by those departments?” But clearly if, after ten 
years, we have not got that into the actual thinking of 
the users, we will have failed, and therefore that will 
become a very important part as we go forward. 


166. Does that not mean it has to move closer to 
the Department of Health to be given a sort of 
direction as we move in that way? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) Yes. I would see this 
as being an area where in due course one would hope 
that these programmes will be picked up by the 
departments, either because it can directly go into 
their thinking or into clinical applications, or because 
they will say: “This is of sufficient interest and 
importance, we will take over the funding and take it 
the next stage forward.” 


167. Not just the Department of Health? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) No, no, it would be a 
number of departments. DETR clearly covers a 
number on built environment. All sorts of bits of 
government could become involved in different 
aspects of this. 


Chairman 


168. We did say we would not keep you beyond the 
hour and we are about finished now in 55 minutes. I 
wonder if I could conclude with a question that is a 
little bit mischievous. Do you think, Lord Sainsbury, 
the dust has been blown off the file of EQUAL since 
we decided to start this inquiry or was the file never 
carrying any dust at all? 

(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) 1 think I would be 
disingenuous if I said that a Select Committee 
looking at a subject does not encourage some careful 
scrutiny of the programme which clearly it does. I 
think both John and I have always thought this to be 
an important programme and I think it is going well. 
We could improve it but I do not think it ever does 
any harm for a Select Committee to have a look at 
these things and make people really question their 
views about it and how we can improve it. 


169. With those courteous and complimentary 
responses to my mischievous question we will draw 
this session to a close. Lord Sainsbury. Thank you 
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very much for coming and helping us yet again. Dr 
John Taylor, thank you too for your support. I have 
no doubt that we will invite you to come and see us 
again; we hope you will accept in the future; we do 
not know when. Thank you for all your assistance 
and we hope as a result of all the evidence you have 
given us and your Department has given us that we 
shall be able to produce a report in due course that 
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will encourage and enhance EQUAL which is 
something, I am sure, that you will want; it is 
certainly something that we will want. 
(Lord Sainsbury of Turville) We hope that long 
term we will have more active lives as a result of it. 
Chairman: Thank you very much. 
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